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Next Meeting
The next meeting is scheduled for August 9.

Today’s Participants — Yolanda, Amy, Kasheica

Communications/Meetings

e Media:

o ABC News 7 story on Greenaction, which included shots from HPNS. ABC News 7 request to DTSC for an
interview on sea-level rise and HPNS. Mo one isigware of interviews for the city.
o CA Daily article about CA state agencies needed'to better protect frontline communities.

¢ Community events/interest:

o Application for a preliminary injunction to halt development on Parcel A — any news from the court
date set for July 297 b news?

o Env & Reuse Subicommittee of HPS CAC — Navy plans to present on October 25, right? | understand
there is an HPS CAC meeting today, which includes an update on the selective soil sampling work. Block
56 has already been'sampled and are being analyzed. The HPS CAC presentation is on an additional
separate block.

Title Vi complaint against SFDPH and BAAQMD on dust issues at Parcel A -

BAAQMD and EPA are working together on a plan for BAAQMD to make programmatlc changes to meet
nondlscrimmatlon program requirements. &/
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o Urine Screening: OCli was asked to respond to Dr. §’ last email [9/4/2021) to the Navy,
o Navy virtual open house meeting happening this week

o EPA/Navy letters community involvement: In August 2020, EPA wrote 4 letter to the Navy asking them
to do a comprehensive evaluation of its community outreach and.involvement program. In November
2020, the Navy committed to do this. Last month, we heard from'the Navy they were doing a CIP
update that would include this evaluation, and | pushed'back as it is tiiclear.how a CIP update would
meet this commitment. Last week, Derek sent me:a documerit that | expect is a work plan for this work.

o Meeting with AA Carlton Waterhouse and members of the public on radiological building RGs —
Waterhouse hosted a listening session with PEER, Committee to Bridge the Gap, Michele Pierce, Kim
Rhoads, and other local professors. He.committed EPA to respond to the concerns raised at the meeting
(there were six “asks” of EPA). :Last weelk, we sent.a response to the first “ask” about meaningful
community involyement,:He also committed to personally connect with the Navy about this topic. Next
week, we will resparnid to the.second:ask” about the radiological cleanup levels for soil {institutional
controls, prop P, and use of BPRG Calculator) and an “ask” about EPA oversight failures.

Congressional interest: Letter from Mayor’s office to Feinstein’s office sent this summer asking for
no more majorproject delays and ensure the project has adequate funding. Will thare be a follow-
up fram the Mayor's office?

FOIA: Ouir site attorneys are working on two new FOIAs from Public Employees for Environmental
Responsibility (PEER}. The first is on the submarine piers and marine pins background numbers,
and it appears the Navy also received a request. The second one is on the RGs for buildings. PEER
has filed a complaint {lawsuit) about our inability to provide a quick response.

SF Supervisors: '

BAAQMD agencies convening on Sept 29 — Will the Mayor attend (as rumored)? Who in SFDPH
plans to attend? Do we know Supervisor Walton’s role? The cc’es on the June 15 letter were at
various “levels” in each of the agencies’ hierarchy. Grant Colfax SFDRPH {or Matt Wolfel might
attend. s unclear who from the Mavor's office will attend and possibly Supsrvisor Walton,
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o Other folks with BAAQMD have reached out to EPA a few times to ask about the Navy's
work on dust management and air monitoring.

Parcel G Building RGs Long-term Protectiveness Evaluation: Next Monday, Enrique, Laura, DTSC, and
CDPH will meet again to discuss the ongoing informal dispute between the Navy and EPA on the
radiological remediation goals for buildings.

O

Last month, the Navy moved to finalize the EYR addendum on buildings. Mawy claims this is an over-the-
shoulder review and wanted EPAYY focus onother things.

The Navy’s April deliverable attempted to address concerns EPA raised in our August 2020 letter. We
responded and the Navy teplied with three suggestions. Over the summer, we continued to meet with the
Navy’s technical team: We are optimistic about the information we are learning that most of the RGs are in
the risk range. Although, there is some work left to do about the ingestion (removable fraction).

We responded at the August meeting, suggesting the best approach is for the Navy validate some of the
risk assessment assumptions once in the field, and the Navy committed to providing a proposal to do this.
Instead, the Navy has made some verbal commitments about maximum detection concentrations and
reiterated languagé in its workplan. EPA had a discussion with the City about the size of residential units
and the chance of residential units being built on current, onsite buildings., What about if there was a
restriction on bulldings for residential and the buildings are demolished — what about the debris disposal?
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Parcel G radiological retesting soil fieldwork: In May, the Navy resumed fieldwork after being on
pause since December, and EPA has begun our field oversight and split sampling, alongside the state.
Phase 1 is on pace to be completed in January {previous estimates were Fall 2021). The Navy has
extended the start date for Phase 2 from November 2021 to February 2022.

e  Strontium-90. The sampling results from Parcel G are presenting Strontium-90 and the Navy hasn’t
provided an adequate justification for these results being background levels.

Based on the background study, we didn’t expect to see strontium-90 detections. (For example, there
were no detections of strontium-90 in over 200 background samples )

Strontium-90 is presenting in 10% of the sampling.results. (Remember the Navy is only analyzing 10% of
the total samples for strontium-90 and a few other radionuglides.}

However, there have been a few of recent samples that appear.to.above the cleanup goal.
The bottom-line question is whether these results will trigger 100% excavation of the soil in Phase 2.

The Navy sent a tech miemo in early July, and.we believe the Navy is working on providing additional
information.

How will the Navy present this at the October HES CAC meeting?
OCli is confused on why the Navy'doesn’t get to go back and look at old data.
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